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REMARKS 

respectfully requested. 

from consideration and claims 1-4, 7-15 and 42-45 stand rejected. 

Claims 1-4, 7-8, 15 and 42 has been amended to claim patentable subject matter. 
Claims 5, 6 and 16-41 have been cancelled. 

C,aims46, 47 and 48 have been added for which there ts support tn the specification. 
§102 (b) Rejection of Claims 

^a^epieceofpriorartdiscloseeachandeveryelementonheclaimedinventionas 

7 30F2dl452,,458(Fed. C ,, 1983)^,/ nre «-.30P.3dl475,3,U,.P.Q.2d,67, 
(F ed.C,r.,994, ; 7n re ^9n,2d705,,5U.,P.Q,d,655(Ped.C 1 r,990,For 

1565 1 s U S,.Q.2d.00,(Ped.Cir.l99,).C,aim42hasbeenamended,oaddtbeaddit 1 ona, 
under §102(b). Therefore claim 42 is patentable over »«. 
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Wi t hr espect«o d ai n ,43,A P pHca„«^ to «th iS c 1 ai m ispa.en*a„d„ 0 . 
patentable. 

$703fa; Rejection of Claims 

^ IWta ^-|---c-.. fc —•-^'-- ta -*- fc - ,,,,, 

^eachof.he.e.ease^sana.haUhe^ sheet and «he rel ease .avers .nust be of 

or ^ c(a; . d o„o« d isc 1 oseo r teaeh,hesea d d iti o„, — nor wo„,di t have been 

^ wrf «««.*-*-^'-- ta,ta,, -* ,0,,l " A-ta 
dB . - ^.^--*™«'--- 1 - , - i,^ ■ tei,, • 0,- '■ 

in view of Patel et al. 

App,ici Taverses *• Office ^^^S2S«5. sided adhesive Upe such as ,ha, d,sc,osed . 
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".dnhavebeenobvioustooneof 
p.nafacieeWob— 3-— 

C,ai,n3is patentee and no. obvious in Ugh, of^^v, inviewof^/^/. 

2 ^^^o Bta ^^-•'-- , -• b -* ,,, ■' , " ,, ' 

„^ ti on„o r wo» 1 aUhav eb eeno b v i „ U s,ooneo f o^na.s M1 .inthea rt ,o«ose g apso f 
^^^*^*^^•--- b - ,i,, '*' ,,,, * -,- " 

toc . rf -«--* 2 -----■***- a -'• W7,J4,44, ■ a,, ■ 2,, 

Sato. 

AppUcan.has tended Cain, 4 ,o ciauu patent subject m a«e, Tbe Office ACon 
«^-^^-^-- a -- 4, • 4 *--" ,d,, ■ l! * - "* , 
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• M h»ve been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
tbeOffieeAction'sargumentthat.twouldhavebeenobv.o 

— -"ono t «oseor,eae h t ta sa dd ,n al 
^«^^«----'- ,, ■* B " lte,,--, . , ^ , 
^isba^afaceeaseofob— ioM *4.— 

and further in view of Anhauser et al. 

^l-^-*7-^»--•- < ---■ ,ta0,,taA-, " 

^.^eO ffi ee A cdon & rtberre ) eet Scto7 nnder3SU,.C. §1 03Ca,asbein g 

^tentableoverS^inli^of— . APP— erses tbe 0«ieo Aedon s 

- ,ta,ta - ,B, "' h,- 7 , f 

.^tin.eeoverla.erasdisCosedindteoH^.aim,. C.atm 7 n, been amended to 
^etbel—batmereleaseWens— ia„ y ,es S n,d tban tbe transfer sbeet and 

b^metransfershee, Cairn 7 bas former been amended to add tbe HmitaUon , bat tbe 
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required Dy ^ Claim 7 is 

1. • •« ii«At of Xverv ^dAe«vc in view of ^n/jaw^er er at. 
patentable and not obvious in light ot Avery au 

view of Anhauser et al. 

U .C,.« W -—^— over^^inviewof,— 0-9. 

, ,. m7 claim 9 is not obvious because it adds 
obviousness of claim 7 and claim 9 depends on claim 7, claim 
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»,e,l W .-.-^-«^' , * ,^ * ta,r, " l ■"* 

OTFJ4 ,^»-*»*P^--« , ' , * ,,fA,,5 ' i, * , *■ ,, 
view or^dowr e< at and further in view of Mri « «t 

CW mlld to ^^^ lta0fli - A<to,, ** d,,mn 
US C § 103(a)asbei„ g unpa t enta W e over ,v^«n view of,— .a,. The Office 

^einreference.oc.ai^mns.afsoappfy.Caimff. Srnce ,he ched references do nor 
e^napr^ciecWoov— of Cai.7 andCaim f f depend.onCaim.Caim f. 

llrt ^*«.-^>^•-"* ,,,L "* 1,, * 0-,r, 

mP ^,« ^ .»««-^'.^--- wta, * 1, * ,^ ' A,v '* ,,, "" 

view of Anhauser and in view of Anhauser el al. 

als oapp ly ,o ciairnU. Since fhecifed references do no, establish a prima face caseof 
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^spat^eananotobviousinH^of^^inviewof^. 
ta «^7-*^^•>■^•-'---- dD " ,,,,- * -,, 

— — - 97F - 2d 

,44, J^* — 

USC §1 0,<a)asbeingunpa,en,ab,e o„ < 

d ^.-*r.«*-^^*- , '- fc> -■ ,,,,,, ■ , ™ ,, 

^vtociannH. ' ^ 

Uispatentab.eandno, obvious in b^tofand^ in view of 

.ppiican.basa.nendedo^iStociannp— sub^ m a«en Tbe Office AeUon 
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^^^^^^^^^^ 
H^onnorwou.dithavebeenobvious.ocneofo^skminfl.e art ,o include tfns 

in light of and Sekula in view of Anhauser el al. 

C 1 ai m 44cla imS pa«entab te s U bject m atter.Th e OfficeAc,,onre J ec.sc 1 ain 1 44under35 

USC § 103(a)a S bein g unpa«en te bleove r 5*; a inHghtof^r e , a /.Sinc,theoited 

tei , l .O^.^F^1443.A^«~^0^^ ,> -» , ^ ,,,,t,, 
wouldbavebeen obvious tooneof ordinary skill in the art to useaco.ored substrate since 

because the Office Action fails to provide Appiicant with support for this statement. 
ZW*258F.3dU» (Fed. Cir.2001). Applicant fi^e, points ou, that advertising in a potted 
piant would not be terribly effective and tether would create a visual nuisance. In fact, 
Applicant discloses the colored substrate isused so ub.endsw.th soil so asnot to beavisua, 
nnisance. Therefore claim 44 ispatentable and no, obvious in tight of and 5*/a in view of 
Anhauser et al. 

C,aim45c 1 aimspa,en«ablesnb j ectmatter.TheOff I ceActionre j ectsclaim45under35 
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and Sdhita in view of Anhauser et al. 
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rnnrlnsion 

the undersigned attorney. 



Dated: August 8, 2005 



Respectfully submittet 




George R. Schultz 

Reg. No. 35,674 

SCHULTZ & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 

One Lincoln Centre 

5400 LBJ Freeway, Suite 12UU 

Dallas, Texas 75240 

(214)210-5940 telephone 

(214)210-5941 facsimile 
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